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HEADQUARTERS EIGHTH ARMY 
United States Array 

' Office of the Staff Judge Advocate 

Yokohama, Japan 
16 August 1948 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA VS RYUMA HIRANO 

’UNITS) STATES; OF AMERICA VS SADEO SAKANO 

Review of the Staff Judge Advocate 

1. The attached record of trial of Ryuma Hirano and Sadeo Sakano at 
Yokohama, Japan, from 1 May 1947 to 9 May 1947 by a Military Commission ap¬ 
pointed by paragraph 29, Special Orders No. 100, Headquarters Eighth Army, 
dated 30 April 1947, having been referred to the Staff-Judge Advocate, this 
review thereof is submibted to the Commanding General. 




Personal Data Concerning Accused 

,-DATE OP CONFINEMENT: 5 Dec 1945 


NAME: RyumaHirano 
AGE.: Thirty-one (31) 

RESIDENCE: Iwate Prefecture, Iwate Gun, 
-Makibori Maru, Koma, Kamiyama. . 
MARITAL STATUS: Single. 

RELATIVES: Father, mother, one brother. 
EDUCATION: Graduate .Tokyo imperial 
University, 

VOCATION: ! Not stated. 

MILITARY CAREER: 2 Cl. Pvt.- 1 Feb 1942, 
■ 2nd Lt. 1 Dec 1943. ' 

CLBSJEt-TCT RECOMMENDED BY CGAilSSION: No. 


DATE OF ARRAIGNMENT: 1 May 1947 

PLACE OF TRIAL: Yokohama, Japan 
PERIOD OF TRIAL: 1 May to 9 May, 1947 
DATE.OF"SENTENCE: 9 May 1947 
SENTENCE: CHL, 7 years 


NAME: -Sadeo Sakano 

AGE: Thirty-one (31) ' 

RESIDENCE: Not stated 

MARITAL STATUS: Married 

RELATIVES: "fife, one child 

EDUCATION: Graduated Primary School 

VOCATION: Not stated 

MILITARY CAREER: None 

CLEMENCY R3COM5ENDED. BY COMMISSION: No 


DATS OF CONFINEMENT: 4 Dec 1945 - 
DATE OF ARR AIGNMENT: 1 May 1947 

PLACE OF TRIAL: Yokohama* Japan 
PERIOD OF TRIAL: 1 fey to 9-May 1947 
DATE OF SENTENCE: 9 May 1947 
SENTENCE: CHL, 7 years 


2. Synopsis of Charges, pleas. Findings, Legal Sufficiency, and Sentence; 


RYUMA HIRANO 



Charge and,Specifications: 

Pleas Findings 

Legally “ 
Sufficient 

Charge: '( Accused, a 1st Lt". 
Japanese Army, at times and 
places set forth in specifica¬ 
tions. and during time of war f 
between-the United States and’ 
its. Allies and Dependencies 
and Japan did violate Laws and 
Customs of Mar. 

NG G 

Y 

Spec. 1: In or about March, , 
1945, at Hpkodate Main p", ! Camp, 
Japan,-accused did wilfully and 
unlawfully mistreat and abuse 
Rich'ard T. Gilson, American p.T, 

NG G 

Y 
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by confining him for four days in 
an uriheated guard room in below 
freezing weather without* food, . 

water, blankets, or adequate 
clothing. . 

Spec. 2 \ between 23 Aug 1944 and 15 Aug NG G y 

1945 at Hakodate Main P'7 Camp and 

Bibia,. Hokkaido, Japan, accused did 

wilfully and unlawfully mistreat 

and abuse Leonard C. Campbell, 

George Henderson and other Allied 
FWs by beating them,- by imprisoning 
them in guard room without food or 
clothing, and by otherwise abusing 
them. 

SADEO SAKANO . 

Charge: Accused, a civilian, employed NG G Y 

by the Japanese Army at times, and 

places set forth in specifications and 

during time of war between the United 

State's, its Allies and Dependencies] and 

Japan, did violate the Laws and Customs 

of War. / 


Spec. 1: In or about May, 1944, at 
Hakodate Main PW Camp accused did wil¬ 
fully and unlawfully mistreat and abuse 
Lillie K. Feagle.'and Harry Terry, 
American PWs by beating them (as amended 
R 10-11) 


NG. 


Spec. 2: On numerous occasions between 
•24,Aug 1943 and 31 May 1944 at Hakodate 
Main PW Camp, .accused did. wilfully and 
unlawfully mistreat Leonard G. Campbell, 
Jack ¥, Kenner, John T. Baker, and 
numerous other Allied FWs by beating and 
otherwise abusing them. 


NG. 


3., Summary.of Evidence 

a. For the Prosecution 


Accused Hirano, formerly Lieutenant, Japanese Army, and accused 
Sadeo Sakano, civilian employee, were identified before the Commission by former 
Rf Campbell (R24, R29). —" 


. As to Specification 1 ; Richard?/. Wilson stated in his affidavit' 
that in)March, 1945," he was put in solitary confinement for four days without food 
or water and Without any blankets or heavy clothing v in ten to fifteen degrees 
above zero temperatures for having two handsful of beans in his possession which 
accused said Wilson had stolen. (R13, Ex 1) PW Campbell, before the Commission, 
testified about the event, but said, that it took place in May, 1944, and that - 
Wilson "lost 15-20 pounds in weight" in four days. (R26, 52) PW O'Donnel re¬ 
called the incident because Wilson "roomed with him". He said Wilson was con- • 
fined two days in April, 1944 (R14, Ex 2). Accused came to the camp in Aug 1944 
(R25). Accused Hirano was responsible for the mistreatment. 


As to Specification 2 : PW Campbell testified before the Commission 
that in November, 1944y he did not go out to work because having twenty-two boils 
under his arms, he could not raise his hands. Accused knocked him-down twice, 
lacerating, cutting and bruising the inside of his mouth (R27-28). pw George 
Henderson was struck three times and knocked down twice by accused at the same 
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time.' Campbell was slapped by accused on two or three other occasions (R28). 

**•* 

Four men in Campbell's work group were put in the guard house in 
the spring of 1945. . They were there four days without food or water the first 
day and, on short rations thereafter. Two were sick and went to the hospital in 
the next two days. There were ten men in the guardhouse at the time (R27). 

Baker was struck by accused three times for an alleged failure to 
•bow to the accused. p.V Kenner was slapped three times by accused because, while 
chewing tobacco, he spit in accused's presence (R28).. F.> Campbell was an eye 
witness (R53). 

"Lieutenant Harano" beat prisoner of war Baker in November 
1945 with a sword case, hitting him several times in the fac^ and on the 
head (R14, Ex. 3). ' •• 


In April 1945 > accused Claimed that four men in PW 0'Donnell's bar¬ 
racks were gambling. They were playing bridge. All were put in the guard house 
that morning but were releassbd that same nigiit, (R13-14j Ex 2). . 

PW ireton and nine others were "sentenced" by accused to the guard 
house for four days for an alleged disobedience of orders. They had no food for 
forty-eight hours and then had reduced amounts (R15 and 16, Ex 4). 

., ' Tn one instance, accused, whi^e inspecting the work performed by the 

pfs in a blizzard, with the temperature at 14 degrees belovi zero, decided they 
were working too. slowly and required them to work an extra hour (R34-35)• He 
required sick and physic all?/ unfit prisoners to go. to wo rib- often twelve or' more 
hours a day, (R29-41;, 45; R-20; Ex 6; R21;,'Ex 7) ... , At BibiS, accused ordered the • 
guards to beat the prisoners for little or no reason (R16-17, Ex 5). There was 
very much "slapping around" by the Japanese Army Personnel (R53). 

When Colonel Smoto was away and accused was in charge, he could do 
as he pleased (R54)• Then he "would go on a rampage". Accused' often remarked 
that if-he .had his way, he would kill all'the-prisoners, especially the Americans 
(R13, Ex 1). . 

SADEO SAKANQ 

As to Specification 1 : PW Terry, in his affidavit, R60, Ex8, 
stated that in May, 1944, he was carrying two buckets of food to the patients in 
the hospital. Accused,yelled at, him to stop and then hit him four times in the 
face: and hit him over the head with the flat of a bayonet. Terry dropped one. of 
the buckets. -Accused made gestures as though to bayonet him several times, then 
walked away (R60, Ex 8). PW Campbell’ Was an eyewitness (R53)> but he testified 
the exact same event took place "around, Llay of 1945" and that two blows with the 
bayonet were struck. The bruise was visible-on Terry's head for a week (R31). 

F? Feagle was beaten by accused in the spring of 1944 because of 
the way he stepped off the "stoop" in front of his room door. Feagle was struck 
three times, collapsed, was called to attention a third time, and struck by 
.accused again. "He was dazed." (R30) 

- As to Spe cification 2: -PW Campbell testified before the Commission 
that in the spring of 1944 and in the early summer of 1944, on each of the two 
occasions, he was beaten by the accused. The first time accused struck Campbell 
twice because he said Campbell, was.not'turning the men'out of the barracks fast 
.enough.. 0n_the second instance he struck Campbell because of a mistake in the 
count of men at roll call. Accused had a clip board in nis hand and struck Camp- 
■fbell twice. (R32-33) Campbell does not recall telling accused at Sugamo that 
accused did not beat him (R148) 

On an unspecified date, accused struck PA' Baker three times, knocking 
him down each time, for smoking inside, the' barracks (R33-33A) . Baker himself 
described, in an affidavit, a beating at. the hands of accused with a stick two 
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apd a^half feet long and one inch thick in February, 1944, for having an extra 
fire in his r o ora. He ,-*w as b e a ten •• ab out the he ad, and n e c?k . unt il sever ruised 
-k 0 *? re< 5 u -^ re< ^ to stand at 4 .attention In the- guard house, for five hours (R 14 Sx 3) # 
?.i r v.asserman saw iilson imprisoned in the Guard Roan sometime between Farch 1914 
and June, 1945 (R141$ Ex 12) . ' ’ 


p;” 


. Campbell described the beating of Kenner by the accused in the 

spring of 1944« Accused said something to j(enner which-was not understood and 
.then struck him three..tioiesj .the-third time ho sat down, '.'He wasn't hurt bad" 
(R33). , . 


R“- D 1 Arcy stated in his affidavit that he was beaten by accused in 
December, 1943, or January-, 1944, because he failed to recognize accused promptly 
during an inspection.- .After the.beating he was "thrown, into the dark hole cell 
without clothes". Pvt. Batte, Royal. Engineers, was there also. "Sakano also 
beat another man and loft him.in the snow all night" (R22, Ex 10). 

Qn numerous occasions, "too,numerous to mention", accused .has struck 
P..-s. Mong/them'wex-e PTs Bull and Clutterbudk, both British (34), He used to 
walk around camp with a stick and "beat up many men". (R22, -Ex 11) 

b. For the Defense: ’ - 


Defense requested and^the Commission took judicial notice of Japanese 
"Regulation for.the Treatment of Prisoners pf Tar; Disciplinary Law for the " 
Prisoners of Par; and-Military Interior Economy Law" (R8-10), 

It was stipulated that Prose'cution and Defense had examined between 
two hundred and three.hundred^affidavits pertaining to the camps in the Hakodate 
Area and.that only thirteen of these affidavits mention either accused by name. 
Eleven of them are in this record. It was further stipulated that the affidavits 
of the three senior Pv-’s do not refer to .either accused and do not refer to beat- - 
logs bv either accused or the sending of any sick prisoners to work (r6s). 

former Col, Shigeo Emoto of the Japanese Army testified that he be¬ 
came commandant of the camp'.here involved on 2 March, 1944 (RIOS,’ 122) and was 
relieved 2c.May, 1945 (R123). There were four or five pr camps under his Super¬ 
vision (R136). There were many deaths and beatings among p~'s there before 
Colonel Emoto was placed in command (R122). Then he took command, he immediately 
inaugurated a policy to treat PC's fairly, to give.attention to their health and 
to eliminate all causes of death (R109), Four channels of•communication for can- 
plaints from Pis to the commandant were opened; placards were posted telling the 
Pv-Js how to reach him; daily conferences with groups of P7/s were held. Colonel 
Emoto never received any complaints against either accused (R110)113,116,124-128, 
13S). During the period, he asked many Pis to write down their impressions of 
the camp and he nas those notes from several thousand P7s, as well as comments 
by foreign visitors (R117-120; R120, Ex B; R121, Ex C; R-141, Ex D). A press 
release by SOAP dated 31 October, 1946, commends the good treatment received by 
PWs at Emoto's camp (R141, Ex E). 

, ' Accused Hirano was assigned to the camp in July, 1944, and became 

work officer, when Colonel Emoto and his adjutant were away, accused was in 
charge ana he nad authority.to detain men in the guard house pending Colonel 
Emoto 1 s return (RIOS, 111), Colonel Emoto was away about once each month for 
about, five days, once as many as ten days (Rill, 125), The guard house was unE 
heated and blankets were not supplied in accordance with Japanese army regula¬ 
tions (R112-113, 130). After February, 1945, Japanese army regulations required 
“that men in confinement should not be fed, but Colonel Emoto modified that by 
prescribing no food on the first day only and after that unrestricted diet 
(RU2-113), The working hours atid conditions were a matter-of contract between 
the Government and the using company over which Colonel Emoto or either accused 
had. no control (R113-114). Sick calls and the determination of who was or was not 
able to work was under the complete control of the Japanese and Allied medical 
people and neither accused had any control over that subject (R115,131,132,136). 
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(1) Accused Hirano elected to be sworn and testified in his own be¬ 
half (R70). He was assigned to. this PW camp on August 23, 1944, (R71) in charge 
of labor (72, 89). He sent the phis to the work site (R73) but had no authority 
to override the decisions of the medical authority as to who was sick and never 
did. He was authorized to put Pv'/s in restraint for violations of regulations in 
the absence of the commandant. He' did not confine Campbell in the guard house 
(R74), but has confined some F.'Js for stealing, gambling, or other violations (R75). 
Confinement was for detention pending the commandant's return and decision, not 
punishment (R76, 87)Before doing so, he investigated, the incident (R87). pys 
in.the guard house received food, but in some instance no food was given for the 
first forty-eight hours (R?6, 77). lien in the guard house, in cold weather, were 
allowed three blanketsj those not in confinement were allowed six (R92). He has-, 
no recollection that Clothing was ever taken away fran a PW who was put in the 
guard house. (R78). 

Working conditions in the mines were "ordinary". Accused went 
into the mine shafts himself. <(R79), sometimes accompanied the men to and from 
work (R83). He strictly told the company personnel that pfs were not to be beaten 
(84). There were'two or three occasions when R'fs worked thirteen or fourteen 
hours a day (R93). They never worked sixteen to eighteen hours (R84, 90). 

Accused denied that he ever hit a PW (R76) or ordered a guard 
to beat a Pi or witnessed the beating of a PW (R8S), 

(2) Accused Sakano elected to be sworn, and testified in his own 
behalf. He.was a civilian office worker at Hakodate Camp, arriving there in 
August, 1943 (R95). He has served as NCO of the day (R97), took roll call, 
inspected the FWs(R 98), and inspected the guard housd, but on the occasions he 
was NCO of the day, there was never a prisoner there, so he does not Icnow what 
"equipment 1, was available to Pi 's in the guard house . He had np authority to put 
a FT in the guard house and never recommended that it be done (R99). He never 
struck a FW with a rifle butt and never kicked a prisoner (R96), nor beat one 
with a bayonet' scabbard (R97) nor hit a PW with a clip board in.his hand (R99). 

At one time, while passing a field when F*s T s were playing volley ball, one of them 
ac’cidently jumped very hard on accused's foot. In anger he slapped him and then 
slapped another Pwho laughed when accused was in great pain and anger. That is 
the only time he ever struck a F; (R96). He never saw accused Hirano strike a 

FT (R99). 


On October 4, 1947* former P.v Campbell interviewed accused in 
Sugamo (R101). Immediately, afterward accused wrote down what was said (R102), 
Campbell then said that.he had never been struck by accused (RlOl, 103, Sx A). 
After the end of the war, about 6 or 7 September, 1945, accused, Wt Baker, 
Campbell, and some others had a sake party. At that time Baker, iri the presence 
of the group, thanked accused for never having struck him (R104). 


4. Opinion. 


The several rulings of the Commission on the motions of the Defense 
■relative to the admissibility of affidavits (R6-7, 13-23)} on the objection to the 
language of the prosecution in its.opening statement (Rll,12); and on the motion 
of the defense for partial findings.of not guilty (R64-67) were proper and correct. 
There are some unfortunate variations in the date of several incidents as testi- 
fied to by different witnesses, as for example. Specification 1 of the charge 
against accused Hirano, where the victim states the event as happening in '.larch, 
1945, as alleged in the Specification, and two other witnesses place it in May and 
in April, 1944. The logical presumption, from all the evidence, is that the 
victim himself best knows the date, on which, he waS beaten, which evidence, if 
aocepted, establishes the commission of the.’offense as alleged. The evidence 

before the Commission is. ; sufficient to sustain.the findings. 
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The Commission was prOpeily constituted, was appointed by proper author¬ 
ity, and had jurisdiction over each accused and the offenses oharged. There is 
nothing in the record to. indicate that either of the accused was insane^or men¬ 
tally incompetent at the .time, of the commission of the alleged offenses or at 
the time of trial. Accused were competently defended and had a fair trial. 

There are no errors or irregularities which adversely affect the substantial 
rights of either of them. The' record is legally sufficient to support the find¬ 
ings ind sentence, 

5. Recommendations.: 

Request for clemency filed on .behalf ,of accused Hirano by the graduates 
of Morioka Secondary School of Iwate Prefecture has been given careful consid¬ 
eration. Wo application for clemency has been filed on behalf of accused Sakano. 
Each accused was sentenced to confinement at hard labor for seven (7) years, in 
view of the clearly established conduct of these accused who committed many acts, 
of violence in direct circumvention of the policies and orders of their immediate 
superior,' it is believed that no reduction of the sentences is merited. It is 
therefore recommended that the sentence of the Commission as to each of the 
accused be approved; but that, owing to the length of time each of the accused 
has been in" confinement awaiting trial, fifteen months of the confinement imposed, 
as to each, ., be remitted, ; ' 

6, Attached hereto .are forms of action designed to carry these recommenda¬ 
tions into effect. - : - 


MAC ALAN.FREITAG ' 
Reviewer 

Judge Advocate Section 


I concur in general. As to Specification 1, Kirano, the 
proof that he' was .responsible for the mistreatment of Villson 
as alleged is found in-Ex. 1, P. 2 and R. 26, 75.. Because of* 
the multiple victims of each accused, the sentences'as imposed 
are .justified and should be approved. • 


ALLAN R. BROWNE . 

Lt Colonel JAQD 
Army Judge Advocate. 
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